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NOTICE OF 
PUBLIC MEETING 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
 

April 28, 2008 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the County of San Diego, through its Department of Planning 
and Land Use, will be the Lead Agency for the  preparation of an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act for the project identified 
below.  The Department is seeking public and agency input on the scope and content of the 
environmental information to be contained in the EIR. The Notice of Preparation may be viewed 
on the World Wide Web at http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/; at the Department of 
Planning and Land Use (DPLU), Project Processing Counter, 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B, San 
Diego, California 92123; or at any San Diego County Library. For library locations please visit 
http://www.sdcl.org/locations.html or call (858) 694-2415.  Comments on the Notice of 
Preparation must be received no later than May 28, 2008 at 4:00 p.m. (a 30 day public review 
period) and should be sent to the DPLU address listed above and should reference the project 
number and name. 
 
PROJECT NUMBER AND NAME: LOG NO. 02-ZA-001; COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL 
PLAN UPDATE (SCH #2002111067).  The project is a comprehensive update of the County of 
San Diego’s General Plan. The project includes the preparation of implementing policies, 
ordinances, and guidance documents. The updated General Plan will direct population growth 
balanced with infrastructure needs, development, and resource protection. The proposed 
project will have the effect of directing population capacity and development in the western 
portions of the unincorporated area and reducing the potential for growth in the eastern areas to 
balance growth and development with infrastructure needs and resource protection.  The 
update will replace the existing General Plan including all of the elements, land use distribution 
maps and circulation maps. Community/Subregional Plans will also be updated. The project 
area encompasses the unincorporated area of San Diego County.  For additional information, 
please visit the General Plan Update website at http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/ or 
contact the General Plan Update Hotline at (619) 615-8289 or by e-mail at 
gpupdate.dplu@sdcounty.ca.gov.   
 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING: A public scoping meeting will also be held in the DPLU Hearing 
Room at 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B, San Diego, CA on May 15, 2008 from 5:30pm to 6:30pm.  
The meeting will provide a public forum for information dissemination, identification of issues, 
scope of review, and questions on the General Plan Update project, EIR, and the overall 
process.  While staff will summarize the issues raised in this meeting and decisions made, 
anyone wishing to make formal comments on the Notice of Preparation must do so in writing.  
This scoping meeting is intended to satisfy the requirements of the Public Resources Code, 
Section 21083.9 that requires the Lead Agency to call at least one scoping meeting for the 
project.   
 

mailto:gpupdate.dplu@sdcounty.ca.gov


 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION  
 
 
DATE:   April 28, 2008 
 
PROJECT NAME:  County of San Diego General Plan Update 
 
PROJECT APPLICANT: County of San Diego 
 
ENV. REVIEW NUMBER: 02-ZA-001 
 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER: 2002111067 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  
 
The proposed project is a comprehensive update of the San Diego County General 
Plan.  The Comprehensive General Plan Update will balance population growth and 
development with infrastructure needs and resource protection.  More specifically, the 
proposed project will direct population capacity in the western portions of the County 
and reduce the potential for growth in the eastern areas.   
 
This general population distribution is intended to:  1) plan for projected and expected 
population growth in the region; 2) facilitate efficient, orderly growth by containing 
development within areas proximate to existing infrastructure and services; 3) limit 
greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles by locating future residences closer to 
employment and town centers; 4) protect natural resources through the reduction of 
population capacity in sensitive areas; and 5) retain or enhance the character of 
communities within the unincorporated County.  
 
The project will replace the existing General Plan including all of the elements, land use 
distribution maps, and circulation maps. The project will also update 
Community/Subregional Plans.  Other components of the Comprehensive General Plan 
Update include, but are not limited to: 
 
 Amendments to the existing Subdivision Ordinance, Resource Protection Ordinance, 

and other County ordinances, and/or adoption of  new County ordinances as 
necessary to implement the updated General Plan; 
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 Adjustments to Community Planning Area and Sponsor Group Boundaries; 
 Replacing the residential lot size requirements in the General Plan with a density-

based approach; 
 Resolving a court ruling that found inadequate an EIR for a previous General Plan 

Amendment (GPA 91-02) for the Central Mountain Subregion; 
 Rescinding or updating outdated policies, ordinances, manuals, and other guidance 

documents and enacting new implementing policies, ordinances, manuals, and other 
guidance documents as needed to reflect current law and the updated General Plan; 

 Rezoning as necessary to implement and/or maintain consistency with the updated 
General Plan. 

 
The General Plan Update EIR will be a Program EIR. The detailed components of the 
General Plan Update are still under development or have not yet been started. 
However, development of the Update is guided by goals, policies, and planning 
concepts that have been endorsed by the Board of Supervisors. Board endorsements 
and other actions on the project, as well as associated hearing documents and relevant 
project documentation, are recorded and available on the General Plan Update website: 
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/.  
 
The Board of Supervisors has endorsed two draft Land Use Distribution Maps for 
review. The Board endorsed Referral Map (Exhibit 2) is projected to accommodate the 
most population and because its development was directed by the Board of 
Supervisors, it will serve as the Proposed Project. There will be several other 
alternatives that will be evaluated as alternatives to the Proposed Project. The maps 
that have been prepared and will be evaluated in the EIR illustrate the possible general 
distribution of population, as well as commercial and industrial uses, throughout the 
County.  The maps indicate maximum allowable residential density or non-residential 
intensity planned within the various areas of the unincorporated region. The maps are 
available for purchase from the Department of Planning and Land Use and may also be 
viewed on or downloaded from the General Plan Update website: 
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/. 
 
A circulation network has also been endorsed by the Board of Supervisors and is 
available for viewing or download on the General Plan Update website.    
 
PROJECT LOCATION:  
 
The County of San Diego is located in Southern California bordered on the west by the 
Pacific Ocean, to the east by Imperial County, to the north by Orange and Riverside 
Counties, and to the south by Mexico (Exhibit 1).  The project covers all unincorporated 
portions of the County of San Diego over which the County has land use jurisdiction. 
 
While 18 incorporated cities lie within the County, the majority of the land 
(approximately 2,300,000 acres) within the County is unincorporated.  Private land 
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ownership accounts for approximately 36% of the County’s unincorporated lands.  
Public land ownership accounts for approximately 64% of the County’s unincorporated 
lands.  For purposes of this document public land consists of land either held or 
managed by County, Cities, State, or Federal agencies, or held in trust for the benefit of  
Native American governments. 
 
The County terrain varies from west to east, sloping up from the ocean, transitioning to 
rolling hills and then steep mountains that finally give way to flat and gently sloping 
deserts.  The County is generally a semi-arid environment and supports a wide range of 
habitats and biological communities.  These habitats and communities range from 
grasslands and upland shrubs to coniferous forests and desert habitats.  Additionally, 
these habitats and communities vary greatly depending on the ecoregion, rainfall, soils 
and substrate, elevation and topography.  
 
The urban areas of the County are predominantly in the west, either surrounding the 
City of San Diego, or interspersed between the City of San Diego and the cities in 
Orange and Riverside Counties.  Further east, the land is less developed, with the 
largest developed area in the eastern portion of the County being the community of 
Borrego Springs.  Most areas that have been developed in the eastern portion of the 
County have been predominantly developed in a rural fashion, with large lot sizes,  
small community centers, agricultural or related uses, and have limited infrastructure 
and service availability.  
 
The County is serviced by Interstates 5, 15, 163, and 805 that all run north and south 
throughout the western portion of the County and Interstate 8 that runs east and west 
throughout the southern portion of the County.  Additionally, the County is serviced by 
State Highways 67 and 79 that both run north and south throughout the western and 
eastern sides of the County and State Highways 76, 78 and 94 that all run east and 
west across the County. 
 
PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: 
 
The County has determined that a Program EIR will be prepared for the proposed 
comprehensive General Plan Update.  Section 15168 of the CEQA Guidelines states 
that a Program EIR may be prepared on a series of actions that can be characterized as 
one large project and are related either:  1) geographically; 2) as logical parts in the 
chain of contemplated actions; 3) in connection with issuance of rules, regulations, 
plans or other general criteria to govern the conduct of a continuing program; or 4) as 
individual activities carried out under the same authorizing statutory or regulatory 
authority and having generally similar environmental effects which can be mitigated in 
similar ways.  The Program EIR will be prepared in accordance with the requirements of 
CEQA Statutes and Guidelines, as amended.  Pursuant to Section 15146 of the CEQA 
Guidelines the degree of specificity in the Program EIR will correspond to the degree of 
specificity involved in the comprehensive General Plan Update.  The EIR will focus on 
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the primary effects that can be expected to follow from adoption of the comprehensive 
General Plan Update and will not be as detailed as an EIR on the specific development 
or construction projects that may follow.  Based on the County’s preliminary analysis of 
the project, the following environmental issues will be examined in the Program EIR: 
 
Aesthetics – The EIR will identify regionally significant aesthetic resources and will 
evaluate the potential for the project to create regional visual or aesthetic impacts.  
Impacts to scenic vistas and resources throughout the County, including those along 
Scenic Highways, will be evaluated in the EIR.  Moreover, the potential for the creation 
of substantial new sources of light and glare, on a regional level, will be evaluated for 
impacts on day and nighttime views, impacts to the dark sky character of rural 
communities, and impacts to the Palomar and Mount Laguna observatories. 
 
Agriculture – The EIR will identify all prime agricultural lands and farmlands in the 
unincorporated County based on the California Department of Conservation, Division of 
Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program and existing 
County data.  The EIR will assess impacts regionally, in terms of:  1) conversion of Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to a non-agricultural 
use; and 2) conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use or Williamson Act contract 
lands. 
 
Air Quality, Climate Change, and Energy – The EIR will describe the regional setting, 
ambient air quality standards, and air quality trends based on monitoring data provided 
by the San Diego County Air Pollution Control District.  The EIR’s analysis of impacts 
will evaluate:  1) conflicts with or obstruction of implementation of the San Diego Regional 
Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) or applicable portions of the State Implementation Plan (SIP); 
2) violation of any air quality standard or substantial contribution to an existing or projected 
air quality violation; 3) a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region that has status of “non-attainment” under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard; 4) exposure of future sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations; and 5) creation of objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people (future population). 
 
The EIR will also address potential impacts to climate change. The EIR will contain an 
inventory of Greenhouse Gas emissions for the unincorporated lands that is primarily 
based on vehicular emissions. A comparison between 1990 emission rates and future 
emissions will be provided to relate to AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions 
Act of 2006.  
 
Biological Resources – The EIR will identify important biological resources including 
habitats and species based on existing County and regional mapping data.  The EIR will 
evaluate impacts in terms of:  1) potential adverse effects on any sensitive natural 
community (including riparian habitat) or species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in a local or regional plan, policy, or regulation, or by the California 
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Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 2) potential adverse 
effects to federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; 3) 
interference with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with wildlife corridors, or impeding the use of native wildlife nursery sites; and 4) conflicts 
with the provisions of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communities 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan, 
policies or ordinances. 
 
Cultural Resources – The EIR will review areas that contain known, regionally 
significant cultural resources, including paleontological resources.  The EIR’s impact 
analysis will evaluate, on a regional level, whether the project will:  1) cause a change in 
the significance of a historical or archaeological resource as defined in State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.5; 2) disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of formal cemeteries; and 3) destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature. 
 
Geology and Soils – The EIR will summarize the geologic setting soil conditions, 
including major faults, seismicity, geologic formations, soil types and erodible soils, in 
the unincorporated County, based on existing County and regional data, including data 
from the California Division of Mines and Geology.  The EIR’s impact analysis will 
evaluate on a regional level:  1) exposure of people (future population) or structures to the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, seismic-related 
ground failure, including liquefaction, strong seismic ground shaking, or landslides; 2) 
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil; 3) unstable geological conditions that will 
result in adverse impacts resulting from landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse; 4) the location of expansive soil creating substantial risks to life or 
property; and 5) soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater. 
 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials – The EIR will identify hazards and hazardous 
material sources associated with the project.  Specifically, the EIR will analyze impacts 
related to hazardous material sources, airport hazards, adopted emergency response 
plans and emergency evacuation plans, and wildland fires. 
 
With regard to hazardous material sources the EIR will analyze, on a regional level, 
whether the project will:  1) create a significant hazard to the public (future population) or 
the environment through the routine transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials or wastes; 2) create a significant hazard to the public (future population) or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment; and 3) locate future uses on a site 
which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 creating a hazard to the public or the environment. 
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With regard to airport hazards the EIR will identify locations within an airport land use plan 
(Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan) or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, or within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip.  For all these locations the EIR will evaluate whether the project will result in a 
safety hazard for people (future population) in the unincorporated County. 
 
All adopted County emergency response plans and emergency evacuation plans will be 
identified as a part of the EIR.  The impact analysis will determine whether the project will 
impair the implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan and emergency evacuation plan. 
 
Finally, with regard to wildland fires, the EIR will identify areas with potential for wildland 
fires.  The EIR will evaluate the potential for the project to expose people (future population) 
or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wildlands. 
 
Hydrology and Water Quality – The EIR will identify County mapped hydrologic 
features and water resources including hydrologic basins, 100-year flood boundaries, 
surface waters, groundwater resources, dam inundation zones, and areas prone to 
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. 
 
With regard to hydrology, flooding, and dam inundation the EIR will analyze, on a 
regional level, whether the project will:  1) substantially alter the existing drainage patterns 
in a manner which would result in substantial erosion, siltation or flooding on- or off-site; 2) 
create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
storm water drainage systems; 3) place future housing or other structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on County 
Floodplain Maps; and 4) expose people (future population) or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam. 
 
With regard to water quality the EIR will determine, on a regional level, whether the 
project will: 1) violate any waste discharge requirements; 2) increase any listed pollutant to 
an impaired water body listed under section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act; 3) cause or 
contribute to an exceedance of applicable surface or groundwater receiving water quality 
objectives or degradation of beneficial use; and 4) otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality. 
 
With regard to groundwater the EIR will analyze whether the project will substantially 
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that 
there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level. 
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Finally, the EIR will analyze whether the project will create potential for regional inundation 
by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. 
 
Land Use and Planning – The EIR will discuss the substantial differences between the 
proposed and existing County General Plan and other applicable land use plans, 
ordinances, policies and regulations including but not limited to specific plans and 
zoning ordinance.  Also, the EIR will analyze whether the project results in any physical 
division of established communities. Moreover, the EIR will identify potential land use 
conflicts and community character issues resulting from the juxtaposition of proposed 
land use designations. 
 
Mineral Resources – The EIR will identify mapped mineral resources and deposits.  
The impact analysis will evaluate the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state and loss of locally-important 
mineral resource recovery sites. 
 
Noise – The EIR will summarize applicable standards and detail major noise sources 
including but not limited to major regional railways, roadways and air traffic.  The EIR’s 
impact analysis will evaluate on a regional level:  1) exposure of persons (future 
population) to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the 
County’s Noise Ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; 2) exposure of 
persons (future population) to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels; 3) substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels; 4) 
substantial temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels;  5) exposure of people 
(future population) residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels for 
projects located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan (Airport 
Comprehensive Land Use Plan) or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use airport. 
 
Population and Housing – The EIR will describe anticipated population, employment, 
and housing effects from the project. The EIR will evaluate, on a regional level, whether 
the project will:  1) physically effect the environment due to changes in the population 
and housing conditions; 2) displace substantial numbers of existing housing or people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere; and 3) satisfy the 
County’s fair share of housing. 
 
Public Services – The EIR will identify types of governmental facilities and services 
that serve the unincorporated portion of the County, (e.g. fire and sheriff services and 
sub-stations, schools, and parks).  The EIR will discuss the regional location and types 
of governmental facilities and services improvements that may be required to meet the 
anticipated demand of future growth and population. 
 
Recreation – The EIR will identify regional recreational resources (e.g. County Parks).  
The EIR will analyze whether the project will result in an increase in the use of existing 
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neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of these recreational facilities would occur or be accelerated based 
on future population growth. 
 
Transportation and Traffic – The EIR will identify existing and proposed buildout traffic 
conditions on road segments and intersections with unacceptable levels of services.  
This identification will include federal and state highways, and County transit systems 
including circulation element roads.  The EIR will evaluate whether the project will:  1) 
effectively encourage alternative forms of transportation as a means of reducing 
automobile traffic; 2) substantially increase traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and 
capacity of the street system; 3) exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 
service standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated 
roads or highways; 4) change air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks to future population; 5) 
substantially increase hazards due to a known design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment); 6) result in 
inadequate emergency access; 7) conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks). 
 
To satisfy the requirements of the Public Resources Code, Section 21092.4 the County 
will consult with transportation planning agencies and public agencies which have 
transportation facilities within their jurisdiction which could be affected by the project. 
 
Utilities and Service Systems – The EIR will identify types of utilities and service 
systems that serve the unincorporated portion of the County, (e.g. wastewater treatment 
facilities, stormwater drainage facilities, and water supply facilities).  The EIR will 
discuss the regional location and types of infrastructure and service improvements that 
may be required to meet the anticipated demand of future growth and population. 
 
Cumulative Impacts – The EIR will include a separate section, which identify whether 
the project’s impacts, for each of the subject areas identified above, are cumulatively 
considerable.  “Cumulatively considerable” means that “the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.” 
 
Long Term Environmental Effects – The EIR will discuss growth inducing impacts, 
and significant irreversible environmental changes associated with General Plan 
buildout.   
 
Alternatives – The alternatives will be assessed in light of the same environmental 
issues identified for the project.  As previously discussed, the Board-endorsed Referral 
Map will be the Proposed Project. The Hybrid Map, Draft Map, and Environmentally 
Superior Map Alternatives will be evaluated as alternatives to the Proposed Project. In 
general, these alternatives contain reduced or reconfigured development density or 
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intensity compared to the Proposed Project. As a result, they are anticipated to reduce 
impacts associated with environmental considerations, which are particularly sensitive 
to density and intensity considerations including but not limited to air quality, biology, 
population and housing, public services and utilities, and transportation and traffic. A No 
Project alternative, buildout under the existing General Plan, will also be considered.  
 
Attached Exhibits: 

Project Regional Location Map 
Proposed Project/Referral Map 
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LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES  
THAT COMMMENTED ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF  

AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 

LOG NO. 02-ZA-001 

Public Review Period: April 28, 2008 through May 28, 2008 

The following is a listing of the names and addresses of persons, organizations 
and public agencies that commented during this public review period.  

NAME ADDRESS
STATE AGENCIES 

1 State of California, Department of 
Conservation

Brian Leahy 
801 K Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

2 State of California, Department of Fish 
and Game

Edmund J. Pert 
South Coast Region 
4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92123 

3 State of California, Department of 
Forestry and Fire Protection

Lynnette Short, Forestry Assistant II 
Stephen H. Heil, Deputy Chief 
2249 Jamacha Rd. 
El Cajon, CA 92019 

4 State of California, Department of Toxic 
Substances Control

Greg Holmes 
5796 Corporate Avenue 
Cypress, CA 90630 

5 State of California, Governor’s Office of 
Emergency Services: Disaster 
Assistance Program Branch

Dennis Castrillo and Andrew Rush 
3650 Schriever Ave. 
Mather, CA 95655 
Andrew.rush@OES.ca.gov

6 State of California, Governor’s Office of 
Planning and Research

Scott Morgan 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95813 

7 State of California, Public Utilities 
Commission

Rosa Muñoz
320 West A Street, Ste 500 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

COUNTY, CITY AND OTHER LOCAL AGENCIES 

8 Chula Vista Elementary School District Rudy Valdez-Romero 
34 East J Street 
Chula Vista, CA 91910 

9 Chula Vista, City of Marilyn R.F. Ponseggi 
276 Fourth Avenue 
Chula Vista, CA 91910 

10 Escondido, City of Jonathan H. Brindle 
201 North Broadway 
Escondido, CA 92025 
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AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT  
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NAME ADDRESS
COUNTY, CITY AND OTHER LOCAL AGENCIES (cont.) 

11 Pechanga Indian Reservation Laura Miranda 
Pechanga Indian Reservation 
Pechanga Cultural Resources 
Department
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 

12 San Diego County Regional  Airport 
Authority

Sandi Sawa 
P.O. Box 82776  
San Diego, CA 92138-2776 
ssawa@san.org

13 San Diego Local Agency Formation 
Commission

Robert Barry 
1600 Pacific Highway Room 452 
San Diego, CA 92101 

14 San Marcos, City of  Jerry Backoff 
1 Civic Center Drive 
San Marcos, CA 92069 

15 SANDAG Travis Cleveland 
401 B Street, Ste 800 
San Diego, CA 92101 

16 Santee, City of Mark Brunette 
10601 Magnolia Ave. 
Santee, CA 92071 

PLANNING GROUPS 

17 Descanso Planning Group  Jo Ellen Quinting, Chair 
P.O. Box 38 
Descanso, CA 91916 

18 Elfin Forest/Harmony Grove Town 
Council

Melanie Fallon 
20223 Elfin Forest Rd. 
Elfin Forest, CA 92029 

ORGANIZATIONS

19 Backcountry Grass Roots Group of 
Concerned Citizens

Rich Volker 
325 W. Washington St., Ste 2, #337 
San Diego, CA 92103 

20 Campo-Lake Morena Business 
Association

Dan Lawrence 
P.O. Box 451 
Campo, CA 91906 

21 H.O.P.E. of the Mountain Empire Randy Lenac 
P.O. Box 188 
Campo, CA 91906 

22 Palomar Observatory W. Scott Kardel 
P.O. Box 200 
Palomar Mountain, CA 92060 
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THAT COMMMENTED ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF  
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NAME ADDRESS
ORGANIZATIONS (cont.) 

23 The Committee for Responsible Growth Barbara Chamberlin & 
Robin M. Simmons 
25607 Potrero Valley Rd. 
Potrero, CA 91963 

INDIVIDUALS 

24 Boulder Skies Limited Partnership Howard and Rachel Antle 
24668 Manzanita Drive 
P.O. Box 895 
Descanso, CA 91916 

25 John Elliott P.O. Box 368 
Descanso, CA91916 

26 Beverly Esry 1883 Marc Trail 
Campo, CA 91906 

27 Billie Jo Jannen P.O. Box 443 
Campo, CA 91906 
jannen@aabol.com

28 Lansing Companies Gregory Lansing 
12770 High Bluff Drive, Suite 160 
San Diego, CA 92130 
g.lansing@landsingcompanies.com 

29 Leach-Johnson Ranches Larry Johnson 
1259 Dewey Pl. 
Campo, CA 91906 

30 Lael Montgomery laelmontgomery@aol.com 

31 Rick & Cathy Prazma  5351 Westknoll Lane 
San Diego, CA 92109 

32 William J. Schwartz, Jr.
Worley Schwartz Garfield & Prairie 
(representing Star Ranch)

401 B Street, Suite 2400 
San Diego, CA 92101 
wschwartz@wsgplaw.com

33 William J. Schwartz, Jr.
Worley Schwartz Garfield & Prairie 
(representing Clifford J. Ward and Rick 
and Cathy Prazma)

401 B Street, Suite 2400 
San Diego, CA 92101 
wschwartz@wsgplaw.com

34 Clifford Ward 5351 Westknoll Lane 
San Diego, CA 92109 

















 



























 













 





 





 

















 













 















May 16, 2008 File Number 7000300 

Devon Muto 

County of San Diego 

Department of Planning and Land Use 

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 

San Diego, CA 92123 

SUBJECT: County General Plan Update Notice of Preparation 

Dear Mr. Muto: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the 

County of San Diego’s upcoming General Plan Update. 

SANDAG staff has reviewed the NOP, Initial Study, and Draft General Plan Policies. 

The documentation provided indicates that the upcoming General Plan update 

proposes to support many regional policies, such as directing development toward 

areas of existing urbanization, creating developments that are internally and externally 

convenient and accessible by various modes of transportation, and the creation of a 

multimodal circulation system that provides for the safe, accessible convenient and 

efficient movement of people and goods. 

The attention to regional issues is appreciated and we look forward to completion of 

the Draft General Plan and associated Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). 

Based on the information in the Initial Study, SANDAG does not have any comments 

on the proposed contents of the DEIR at this time.  

Sincerely, 

TRAVIS CLEVELAND 

Regional Planner 

TCL/mwo 



 









 



Devon Muto, Interim Chief, DPLU        May 5, 2008 

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 

San Diego, CA 92123 

MS O-650 

Dear Devon, 

The Elfin Forest/Harmony Grove Town Council (EF/HGTC) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 

environmental information which should be contained in the Environmental Impact Report for the San Diego 

General Plan Update.  With this letter we are requesting that DPLU review the status of the area in Elfin Forest 

known as Bridges Unit 7 (APNs 264-104-05, 264-104-12,264-104-13, 264-104-14, 264-104-16, 264-104-17).   

Our community has identified this area, which is high value gnatcatcher breeding habitat ,as an area that should be 

evaluated closely in the Environmental Impact Report in order to appropriately ascertain what level of development, 

if any, is appropriate for this highly environmentally sensitive area.  In addition we also believe that this area should 

be included in the Environmentally Sensitive Draft Map . It would be inappropriate to designate a building density 

of 1 du/2 Acres as the current maps contemplate on such a critical core habitat area.

In 2006 during the Environmental Review process for this property, evidence was presented by independent 

biologists to County staff as to the high value of the habitat contained in Unit 7.  That information led County Land 

Use staff to change their recommendation from approval to denial of a proposed project on this site.   The August 

25, 2006 Staff report concluded: “Based on the findings of the ISA, the applicant’s responses and additional 

information received from the noted environmental professional, the Department believes that development of either 

Alternative for Unit 7 may lead to extinction of the CG Core Area population. “   

This area is also in the very core of the MSCP North, and preserving it as open space will greatly enhance the 

viability of that effort. The Elfin Forest Harmony Grove community is named for the habitat community, and 

between private and public entities large areas of contiguous high value habitat are being preserved already. 

However none of them have the unique characteristics which make the particular site such an important Gnatcatcher 

breeding site.  

We are available to discuss with your staff any of the background information that we have and might be needed in 

the EIR and in order to decide whether or not to include this parcel as RL-20, or at least SR-4, in the 

Environmentally Sensitive Draft Map. 

Respectfully,

Melanie Fallon, 

Chair, EFHGTC Board 

Cc: Supervisors Horn, Slater-Price, Jacob, Cox, and Roberts

Elfin Forest/ 
Harmony Grove
Town Council

Dedicated to a continuing rural atmosphere

20223 Elfin Forest Rd., Elfin Forest, CA 92029

2008 Board Members:

Melanie Fallon, Chair 
Jacqueline Arsivaud-Benjamin, Vice-Chair 
May Meintjes, Treasurer 
Mid Hoppenrath, Secretary  
Eric Anderson 
Karen Gardner 
Sal LaCorte 
Manu Sohaey 
Bill Telesco 



 









 





 





 



PALOMAR OBSERVATORY
California instITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

P.O. Box 200

Palomar Mountain, CA 92060

Telephone (760)742-2111, Fax (760)742-1728, Email: wsk@astro.caltech.edu

May 24, 2008

Devon Muto

Department of Planning and Land Use

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr. Muto,

I am writing on behalf of the Palomar Observatory concerning the County’s 2020

General Plan update.  The observatory has great concerns about land development and it 

associated impact on our scientific operations as the Forrest Conservation Initiative (FCI) 

expires.

The observatory employs five telescopes that are used nightly for astronomical 

observations.  Research conducted at Palomar has had a profound impact in our 

understanding of the cosmos and the observatory continues to be a world-class leader in 

astronomical research and associated technologies.

The site for the Observatory was chosen in 1934 primarily for its clear weather, stable 

atmosphere and dark skies. The tremendous population growth in San Diego County and 

the surrounding areas has had a tremendous negative impact on the observatory in the 

form of light pollution.  The cooperation of San Diego County and other governments, by 

enacting the light pollution ordinances, has helped to preserve the Observatory.

The sunset of FCI, even with light pollution ordinances, threatens the Palomar

Observatory if the County allows increased growth in the County’s undeveloped lands. 

Every new development brings new sources of light and light pollution to the area.  The 



best way to protect the County’s two world-class observatories, Palomar and Mt. Laguna,

is to combat urbanization in these undeveloped lands.

This is especially true in the North Mountain subregion where Palomar is located.  Any

new developments in this area pose a great risk to the observatory, however all new 

developments in the County will also contribute to light pollution, affecting the 

observatory.

Further, a recent survey of Palomar Mountain residents, conducted by the Palomar 

Mountain Planning Organization, reveals that most of the residents in the immediate area 

want to keep Palomar as it is. 

It is with this in mind that Palomar Observatory recommends that the County’s General 

Plan 2020 keep the 40-acre minimum parcel size and a density of one dwelling unit per 

40 acres on all affected parcels as is currently in place under FCI.  Major and minor use 

permits in the North Mountain area should be substantially restricted or prohibited in the 

area. Any that are granted should be required to mitigate all impacts on the Observatory. 

Sincerely,

W. Scott Kardel

Palomar Observatory





 

































Billie Jo Jannen – P.O. Box 443 – Campo, CA 91906 – (619) 415-6298 

Department of Planning and Land Use 
Project Processing Counter 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, California 92123 

gpupdate.dplu@sdcounty.ca.gov

Regarding: Project # LOG NO. 02-ZA-001; COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 
(SCH #2002111067), for inclusion in definition of scope for project environmental impact 
statement. Preferred environmental alternative fails to take into account existing homes 
and parcels, which would result in false information appearing in the EIR.

The preferred environmental alternative map produced by staff has a major shortcoming that will 
skew the results of the environmental review and contribute to the failure of the county to achieve 
its stated goals as listed in the NOP and numerous other documents produced in the general plan 
update process. 

The exclusion of existing density also does great financial harm to the owners of those homes, 
while serving no practical purpose in terms of supporting or promoting the public’s interests – 
quite the opposite, in fact. The supposed preferred environmental alternative ignores the 
presence of hundreds of existing homes and businesses for the sake of an alleged environmental 
benefit that is purely fictional and exists only on paper. 

My neighborhood serves as an excellent example. I have three homes on 16 acres. My 
immediate neighbor has two homes on approximately an acre. Three others have a home each 
on five acres. I and my neighbors expended considerable effort to get the real density that 
already exists in our neighborhood placed on the map, our chief concerns being our ability to 
rebuild if, for instance, a fire comes through. Secondarily, we will never be able to separate those 
houses from each other by dividing the land they sit on into individual parcels – an act that would 
have no negative environmental affects whatsoever, since no additional homes would result from 
such division. 

We are not talking about speculative values here. We are talking about homes that we have paid 
for, maintained, and paid taxes on for many years. Our local planning group agreed. The board of 
supervisors agreed. Our neighborhood was assigned a density of 1 DU/4 acres and has 
remained so on all subsequent maps until the unveiling of the preferred alternative map, which 
reduced the density to RL40 in complete denial of the reality on the ground. 

Effectively, the EIR for the preferred alternative will look at this broad brush approach and 
assume impacts of one home for that entire area, when in fact, there are eight homes. 

My neighborhood alone is certainly not enough to skew the environmental report, but there are 
hundreds of such properties scattered throughout the unincorporated area, not to mention 
hundreds more legal parcels that can all be built on, both before and after the update. All of these 
should have been taken into account before development densities were assigned to lands that 
have no homes on them. 

This issue has been raised repeatedly over the 10 years that this process has been going on, yet 
staff has consistently failed to give any thought to the massive inaccuracies and inequities of the 
maps it has produced. What’s more, the county has, at the same time, provided a huge window of 
opportunity for wealthy large landowners to embark on planning for huge high density 
developments on land that is virtually untouched. 

Specifically, the EIR, as planned, will fail in the following goals the county has laid out in the NOP: 
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Goal 1. Plan for projected and expected population growth in the region. Since the map has 
failed to correctly define the locations of existing home and population densities, it cannot 
possibly define what density to place elsewhere in order to keep growth within appropriate 
numbers. Hence, the EIR cannot offer correct information about projected impacts. 

Goal 3. Limit greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles by locating future residences closer to 
employment and town centers. Since staff has ignored many existing homes and legal parcels, it 
cannot possibly hope to correctly quantify their impacts in the project EIR. Final results will be 
skewed from reality and future emissions increased more than theoretical build-out numbers with 
the addition of “invisible” homes and parcels to the full build-out densities assigned to large 
properties that currently have no homes on them.  

Furthermore, most of our rural communities are required only to comply with the state’s basic 
smog check requirements. It is important for the EIR to quantify whether the cumulative impacts 
of growing NAFTA traffic and proposed build-out will impact our air quality to the extent that 
enhanced smog check requirements, such as are required in cities to the west, would be placed 
on local residents.  

Goal 4. Protect natural resources through the reduction of population capacity in sensitive areas.
Failure to acknowledge existing home and population densities and the assignment of those 
densities to such areas as Buckman Springs Road and Highway 94 near Cameron Corners in 
Campo encourages building on sensitive lands. This particular area is an important watershed 
and wetland area, collecting water from upstream in the watershed and sending a portion of it 
west and south where it recharges local wells and sustains other riparian areas and wildlife. To 
ignore this in favor of painting on density just because it is “proximate to existing infrastructure 
and services,” is to ignore the potential for harm to a vital regional resource.  

These resources should have been quantified and protected before density was assigned on the 
county’s maps. The loss to groundwater and wetland resources cannot be mitigated. There is no 
water available to replace it. Picture the impacts to the property owners whose value was utterly 
destroyed by the Barona Casino and multiply it many times over. The Campo valley density was 
inappropriately placed and studies for the EIR should make this watershed a priority for special 
focus. 

If the county is serious about producing a good and environmentally sound plan update, then its 
staff needs to stop treating the project like a grade school coloring project. There are real impacts 
to the environment and real impacts to people that are being ignored to produce a map that fits 
some artistic standard that has little to do with the realities on the ground. This map will not result 
in a plan or an EIR that is legally defensible. 

These comments were submitted to DPLU by e-mail on May 24, 2008. Sincerely 

Billie Jo Jannen 
(619) 415-6298 
jannen@aabol.com 
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Muto, Devon

From: Lael Montgomery [laelmontgomery@aol.com]

Sent: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:56 AM

To: Muto, Devon; Carmichael, Leann; Citrano, Robert

Cc: Andy Washburn; Ann Quinley; csvet@sbcglobal.net; ctjohnson13@sbcglobal.net; 
JonVick2@aol.com; kathleen@benji.com; Keith Robertson; keithsimpson@earthlink.net; 
LaelMontgomery@aol.com; oliver.smith@respironics.com; richrudolf@sbcglobal.net; 
splane@pacificnet.net; terry@valleycentertimes.com; leon4homes@yahoo.com; 'Susan Simpson'; 
'Frank Shoemaker'; 'David Allen Montross'; 'Nancy Layne'; 'John Coulombe'; 
gmroofandmtc@aol.com; 'Susan Moore (E-mail)'

Subject: EIR Scope for GPUpdate

Page 1 of 1

6/3/2008

Devon, LeAnn, Bob,

I’ve read the NOP for the GP Update.

I am concerned that there is not yet a mention of the issue that most concerns every single one of the 26

unincorporated communities: COMMUNITY CHARACTER. It is so important to the human habitat to keep this

critical issue in our view finders. Presumably this falls under the category of AESTHETICS. The distinct identities

of San Diego County communities are our most significant and precious resources, and these are exactly the

resources that are most likely to be destroyed >>> morphed into a dull sameness (in a flash!!!) by the uniform

road standards , plain vanilla zoning codes and conventional mass production building practices that have

obliterated other SOCAL communities.

This is a critical issue. How do we make sure that it gets incorporated meaningfully into the EIR Scope?

Looking to you for guidance,

Lael Montgomery

Valley Center
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